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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see pages 8-10, filed 6/25/2007, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-9 under 35 U.S.C §102(b) and 35 U.S.C. §103(a) have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been 
withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is 
made in view of Russel (online article NTFS vs. FAT: Which is right for you? 
posted on 2001-10-01 and retrieved on 2007-09-1 7 from <URL: 
http://www.rn icrosoft.com/windowsxp/^^^ 

In addition, a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph is also made. 
Since this is a new ground of rejection, which was not done because of an 
amendment, this action is non-final . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 112, second paragraph, as 

being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 

subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The term "large" in claim 1 is a relative term which renders the claim 
indefinite. The term "large" is not defined by the claim, the specification does not 
provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in 
the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. 
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Claim 1 recites, "a setter for setting each of said unit areas to a larger size 
as the capacity detected by said detector is large". It is not clear what Applicant 
considers to be a "large" recording medium capacity, and, therefore, it is also 
unclear what the "larger size" of a unit area is intended to be. 

Any claim not specifically addressed above, is being rejected as 
incorporating the deficiencies of a claim upon which it depends. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 1. 4-6 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Takashi et al. (EP Application Publication 0 909 084 A2) 
further in view of Russel (online article NTFS vs. FAT: Which is right for you? 
posted on 2001-10-01 and retrieved on 2007-09-17 from <URL: 
http://www.microsoft.com/windowsxp/usina/setup/expert/russel octoberOI. 
mspx>). 

Regarding claim 1, Takashi et al. disclose an image recording apparatus, 
i.e. a digital camera with recording capability (see Abstract), that records image 
data on a recording medium, e.g. a memory card (46), in which a recording area is 
divided into a plurality of unit areas, i.e. plurality of clusters for an optimal format 



Application/Control Number: 10/733,083 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2622 

(see Abstract) and available unit areas can be dispersedly distributed, i.e. stored in 
a "sporadic fashion" (see paragraph [0003]). In addition, Takashi et al. disclose a 
CPU 28 for formatting the recording medium (see paragraph [0044]) and the use of 
a FAT file system (see figures 2-4). Takashi et al., however do not explicitly teach 
that CPU 28 is a detecting means for detecting a capacity of said recording 
medium, and a setting means for setting said unit areas to a larger size as the 
capacity detected by said detecting means is large. 

Russel, on the other hand, discloses that in a FAT file system,as the 
recording medium gets larger, "the size of each cluster has to get larger" since 
there is a fixed number of clusters in each partition (see page 1 , second 
paragraph). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to use CPU 28 as a detecting means for 
detecting a capacity of said recording medium, and as a setting means for setting 
said unit areas to a larger size as the capacity detected by said detecting means is 
large in order to allocate memory space for files using a FAT file system which is 
compatible to a variety of operating systems (see Russel, pagel, second 
paragraph). 

Regarding claim 4, Takashi et al. do not explicitly disclose that said image 
data is motion image data formed by a plurality of screens of still images, and that 
said setting means sets the size of said unit area in consideration of a bit rate of 
the motion image data. Official notice is taken that digital cameras that record still 
and motion image data are well known in the art. It would have been inherent to 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/733,083 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2622 

set the unit area taking in consideration the bit rate of the motion image data in 
order to avoid synchronization problems between the bit rate of the imager output 
and the bit rate of the recording apparatus. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to store motion image data in the device taught by Takashi 
et al. because the user could record events that require motion-image capture. 

Regarding claim 5, Takashi et al. disclose a digital camera (see Abstract) 
provided with the image recording apparatus according to claim 1 . 

Method claim 6 is drawn to the method of using the corresponding 
apparatus claimed in claim 1. Therefore, method claim 6 corresponds to 
apparatus claim 1 and is rejected for the same reasons of anticipation as used 
above. 

Regarding claim 9, Takashi et al. disclose a digital camera (see Abstract) 
provided with the image recording apparatus. 

Claims 2-3 and 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Takashi et al. (EP Application Publication 0 909 084 A2) in 
view of Russel (online article NTFS vs. FAT: Which is right for vou? posted 
on 2001-10-01 and retrieved on 2007-09-1 7 from <URL: 
http://www.microsoft.com/windowsxp/usinq/setup/expert/russel octoberOI. 
mspx>) as applied to claims 1. 4-6 and 9 above, and further in view of Satoh 
et al. (US 5.717.496). 
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Regarding claim 2, as mentioned in the discussion of claim 1 above, 
Takashi et al. in view of Russel disclose all the limitations of the parent claim. 
Takashi et al., however, do not explicitly teach a specifying means for specifying a 
recordable number of frames, i.e. still image files, of said recording medium on the 
basis of the capacity detected by said detecting means, i.e. identifying the number 
of frames given the capacity of the memory card and a fixed-size for the still image 
files, wherein said setting means sets the size of said unit area on the basis of the 
recordable number of frames specified by said specifying means. 

Satoh et al., on the other hand, disclose means for specifying a recordable 
number of frames of said recording medium, i.e. means for identifying the number 
of frames given the capacity of the memory card and a fixed-size for the still image 
files, (see col. 44, lines 15-22), where the number of frames that can be recorded 
can be retrieved by the user (see col. 44, lines 48-52). In addition, Satoh et al. 
disclose that the user can select the image file size (see col. 44, lines 31-33), 
which suggests to one of ordinary skill, the use of a setting means for setting the 
size of the unit area to conform to the selected file size. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the specifying means taught by Satoh to the 
image recording apparatus disclosed by Takashi et al. because this configuration 
allows the user to select the compression mode to be used, i.e. the fixed size of 
the image files, which determines the image quality of the reproduced image. 

Regarding claim 3, Satoh et al. disclose that said image data is 
compressed image data compressed by rendering a predetermined size a target, 
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i.e. the image data is compressed according to a user file size selection (see col. 
44, lines 31-33), and it would have been inherent to identifying the number of 
frames given the capacity of the memory card and a fixed-size for the still image 
files. 

Regarding claims 7 and 8, Takashi et al., as modified by Satoh et al., 
disclose a digital camera (see Takashi et al., Abstract) provided with the image 
recording apparatus. 
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15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Wanda M. Negron whose telephone 
number is (571 ) 270-1 129. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 
6:30 am - 4:00 pm alternate Fri off. 

1 6. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, David Ometz can be reached on (571 ) 272-7593. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

17. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571- 
272-1000. 



/Wanda M. Negron/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2622 
September 17, 2007 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




